
AGENDA 
 

Meeting of the Advisory Committee on Appellate Rules 
Thursday, April 18, 2019 

Supreme Court Attorney Conference Room 
 
 

I. OLD BUSINESS  
 

A.  Approval of minutes of October 2, 2018. 
 

B. Whether to amend § 70-6 regarding reconsideration when the court is evenly 
divided and § 71-5 regarding reconsideration "en banc."   

 
C. Whether the rules should be amended to allow for the use of images and 

hyperlinks in briefs. 
 
D. Proposal to amend § 63-7 so that it is consistent with § 43-33. 
 
E. Whether the rules should be amended to require that court reporters/monitors 

transcribe audio/video exhibits played for the jury. 
 

 
II. NEW BUSINESS 
 

A. Proposal to amend § 61-11 (c) to eliminate automatic appellate stays in cases 
involving civil protection orders. 

  
B.  Proposal to amend § 63-10 to exempt foreclosure appeals from the 

preargument conference program unless all other appearing parties agree 
that the case should go to PAC. 

 
C. Proposal to amend § 77-1 (b) to include the statutory language contained in 

General Statutes § 51-164x regarding exemptions.  
 
D. Proposal to amend § 70-4 regarding changes to counsel arguing the appeal. 
 
E. Proposal to amend §§ 63-4 to require, in cases in which there is a firm 

appearance, that counsel include a list of all attorneys who materially 
participated in the case and 67-7 to require amicus counsel to provide a list of 
all attorneys who materially participated in the brief. 

 
F. Proposal to amend §§ 81-2 and 84-5 to require that petitions for certification 

contain a table of contents and, in § 84-5, to require appellate counsel to 
include a copy of the trial court's memorandum of decision with any petition 
for certification when the Appellate Court opinion from which certification is 



sought is a per curiam opinion. 
 
G. Proposal to amend §§ 72-1 and 72-3 to require that writs of error be filed in 

the Appellate Court. 
 
H. Proposal to amend the child protection rules to change the word "juvenile" to 

"child protection."  
 
I. Whether to amend § 62-9 (d) (3) pursuant to State v. Mendez, 185 Conn. 

App. 476, 485, n.6 (2018) (Prescott, J., concurring). 
 
 
III. ANY OTHER BUSINESS THAT MAY COME BEFORE THE COMMITTEE 
 
 
IV. NEXT MEETING 


